INTERNATIONAL security 

Even though the usage and tho 
meaning of the term “intematianal security" 
icvday Is a relatively new one, the term covers 
suhj&cls ihnt have been of importance with 
regards to the living conditions of people 
throughout history Stability In general and 
peace in particular have, throughout history, 
t»eEun the aspirations of many, Unfortunately, 
this has for long periods of time not been the 
case. War has always brought with It 
immense human suffering and seriously 
deteriorated living conditions, Thus, focus on 
war and peace, or on International security, 
can be said to be of grant importance 
International security is of great value ns o 
quality that should charnctertze the world we 
live in, and as such it plays on important role 
in connection to the Encyclopedia of Lite 
Support Systems, Because only the absence 
of armed conflict creates the necessary 
precondition to pursue the policies that can 
facilitate trie development and enhancement 
of the other systems and mechanisms Hint 
facilitate life here on earth. 

This article will explofo the term 
*inlernationai security* along two main lines of 
study, and through these two lines an 
overview of the concept will manifest itself un 
trio ona hand tho historical and empirical 
development in international security tvl11 l)ti 
presented, especially as if concerns itself with 
important historical events and periods, anil 
haw international security was perceived end 
explored during these periods, leading up to o 
charaderi#3tiQn of the conditions for 


Inlornatforml security today. On tho other hand 
tho focus of tho second purl of tho article win 
bo on Iho theoretical development in Ihe study 
of International security, as wall os how the 
discipline hoc developed on what insights ft 
has identified, Finally, fho latest theoretical 
development will be presented. Towards Ihe 
end of lha contribution some perspectives will 
be presented, In relation to tho empirical and 
theoretical development, on how thinking 
about security can contribute substantially 
towards tho leolbtotlon of genuine euslalnable 
development. 

International aocurityt past and 
proaont 

Intormilional security has taken new 
forms In Iho fwonty-flrol century The concepf 
of Inlomallonal nocurity as security among 
stales belongs lo iho twentieth century, 
Throats are no longer primarily coming from 
states. Throats are coming from ethnic groups 
Obsessed by hypernationnlism, from criminal 
gangs, from mat governance, from epidemics, 
AIDS* terrorism, dangerous food, from 
poverty, from economic mismanagement, 
from over population, from foiled slates, from 
flown of refugees, and. most Importantly, from 
pollution and (be effects of pollution, tho 
Irrigation and destruction of nature, and tho 
diversification of nature. Tho victims of the 
new threats aid primarily tho single Individual 
(Individual of human security), society 
(societal security), and Urn globe (global 
security) Tho physical and economical 
survival of the individual in threatened. Tho 
survival of soclotloo Is threatened, as 
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concerns identity and coherence, The survival 
of the world as we know It Is threatened in the 
long-run. For the first time in history there is a 
common, global awareness of the necessity of 
fighting for the sustainability of the globe, 

One important precondition is the fact 
that the world more than ever in history has 
become one. The old slogan from the 
beginning of the cold war, "one world or 
none," is now relevant in a new, broad 
understanding taking in new dimensions: 
globalization, internationalization, 

transnationalism, interdependence, and 
Integration. This implies that a world 
dominated by fragmentation, separatism, 
disintegration, hypernationalism, religious or 
ethnic fanaticism, isolationism, and self- 
sufficiency is threatening in itself. The only 
way to secure the world and maintain the 
sustainability of the globe is to support and 
emphasize the notion: "One world or none." 

The good news is that the structural 
and political conditions for the realization of 
the one world concept are better than ever. 
Never before in history has there been a 
common, international acceptance by almost 
all the world’s countries of common, general 
global norms. These norms are democracy, a 
market economy, human rights, and personal 
freedom. The interpretation of these norms is 
different in different countries and only few, 
often referred to as the rogue states, are not 
In agreement. It is, however, a fact that 
officially almost all states adhere to these 
international norms, and that they are inclined 
to follow them. Why is this so? They are 
following not necessarily in the "believing" 
sense, but in the "copying" sense, meaning 
that countries following these norms are often 
doing well in the international system. It 
simply pays -internationally, as well as 
domestically - to follow these norms. The bad 
news, however, is that the forces of 
antiglobalism, hypernationalism, isolationism, 
and hyper-religionism are still at work. 

The concept of security 

As indicated, "security" as a concept 
and as a phenomenon at the end of the cold 
war has taken on new forms. There are new 
security agendas, new security 
manifestations, and new rules of the game for 


security policy. How to explain and 
comprehend security as part of international 
relations in the so-called new world order? 

i 

Security is a highly contested concept. 
Is it at all possible to use it as a scholarly 
concept? Security is a word in common use; 
used in relation to a wide variety of personal 
and collective activities and conditions. One 
can distinguish between security in normal 
daily activities (job, economy, sex, transport, 
food), security for positive, desirable 
conditions (democracy, freedom, prosperity, 
development, a good life), and security 
against negative conditions (war, pollution, 
crime, all kinds of threats). 

In a way we have three different realms 
for the term "security." First, the broad, day-to- 
day use of the word, referring to a position 
aspired to: of being safe, secure, protected. 
Second, the political use of the word, referring 
to political actions, processes, or structures 
that can secure the safety of a political unit. In 
the political sphere the term "security" is used 
as a political tool, for example, to provide a 
certain phenomenon with a specific priority by 
placing it in the realm of high politics. Finally, 
"security" can be used as an analytical 
concept to identify, describe, understand, 
explain, or even predict phenomena in the 
general social realm; phenomena such as 
"security policy," "security-policy interaction," 
or "security institutions and structures." 

A significant change in the political use 
of the term "security" was, however, the 
invention of the concept of security policy. The 
United States, as the most important unit in 
the international system, was the initiator. In 
1947 the US administration introduced the 
National Security Council, which became a 
model for several countries around the world. 
This also involved the introduction of a new 
concept, "security policy." Now it became 
possible for states, in linguistic terms, to 
conduct or pursue a security policy. Security 
policy was more than defense policy, more 
than military policy, more than a policy aimed 
at being prepared for war. Security policy also 
aimed at avoiding war. Security policy 
encompassed internal, domestic security* 
economic-development policy, and policy for 
influencing the international system so as to 











create a peaceful environment, regionally as 
^gll as globally, including foreign aid to 
developing countries. A famous example is 
the statement from Robert McNamara, the 
former US Secretary of Defense, that 
"security is development." Security policy 
became an important tool for individual nation 
states to further their national interests by 
attempting to influence the international 
system The pursuit of international security 
policy was the task of the United Nations 
(UN), which lost much of its influence due to 
the East-West confrontation. 

In this way, during the cold war, the 
political notion of security was extended, from 
referring primarily to matters related to 
defense and the military, such as the 
avoidance of military aggression, to dealing 
with economic, political, and societal matters, 
domestic as well as international. The original, 
narrow UN conception of international security 
was based on the fact that the UN was the 
continuation of the victorious wartime alliance, 
which perceived aggression based on hyper¬ 
nationalism as the main reason for the 
outbreak of the Second World War. The UN 
was to be the tool for avoiding any repetition. 
The cold war, however, changed the 
international setting completely. 

Security after the cold war 

With the end of the cold war in 1989- 
91, confrontation disappeared and partnership 
took over: bipolarity was replaced by 
unipolarity. This implied a new security 
agenda. 

On the global level hard security 
remained, but internationally, major wars were 
now fought in an asymmetrical manner, that 
is, between the only remaining superpower, 
the United States, supported by its 
associates, partly on behalf of international 
society, against international lawbreakers like 
Iraq and the Taliban regime. For the first time 
ever major wars (the Gulf War and the 
Afghanistan anti-terror war) were fought by 
forces authorized by what could be called 
“international society," that is, the UN Security 
Council acting on behalf of all UN member 
states in matters of "international peace and 
security.” The Kosovo War did not get 
international society's full support, but was 


tacitly accepted afterwards. On the global and 
regional level, the "old" extended security 
agenda from the golden days of detente has 
returned; now, however, with the addition of at 
least four important "new" issue areas of 
security. First, societal security, thanks to the 
emergence of new or renewed political units 
based on nationalism or ethnicity, which may 
cause waves of refugees. Second, individual 
security, due to renewed emphasis on human 
rights and international crime. Third, security 
for the human body, against worldwide 
epidemics, pollution of food, and the lack of 
food. Finally, "new technology secunty." due 
to threats to the vulnerable IT systems, 
important of course only for technologically- 
advanced countries. As a consequence Gf the 
end of the cold war, geopolitics that refers to 
borders and proximity has returned; these 
dimensions now matter more than they did 
during the cold war. when political identity was 
related to the broad East-West division. At the 
same time a global cyberspace is at work. 

So, in the new international system, 
with only one superpower, the security 
agenda has changed dramatically. The old 
cold war security debate continues between 
the "narrowers" and the "wideners," that is. 
those who see security as hard, military 
secunty, and those who claimed that as ail 
events were based on conflicting structures, 
everything is security, but is now less 
relevant. Most scholars admit that the new 
international system and the new organization 
of world order have given rise to a broadening 
of the security agenda, and to new analytical 
concepts to identify, analyze, and explain the 
political impact of this agenda. 

Six levels of security actors 

So, how can we deal with the complex 
problem of security in the new international 
system? In order to establish a general 
understanding of the analytical concept of 
security we would like to introduce a simple 
model. It is not our purpose to provide a new 
framework, rather the opposite: traditional 
dividing lines are re-used and re-combined. 

A useful and rewarding exercise is to 
distinguish between six levels of security, 
each defined by the security actors that at the 
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nnmo tmo ore victnrn of the sccurity-rolatfid 
fhreab at that lovel: 

1 Security for the individual (individual 
security), 

2. Securily for the social group, the 
community, ‘"nation," organized national 
or ethnic entity (sociotal security). 

3. Security for tho state or "nation," in the 
US terminology (national security), 

4. Security for the region, that is, a coherent 
security region, not necescartly ono 
based on proximity (regional security). 

5. Security for tho society of nations or what 
could bo referred to as "international 
society," consisting of alt, or most states 
in the world (international security). 

6. Security for tho globe, meaning 
"Spaceship Earth” or tho planet (global 

security). 

How do these different levels of 
security, defined according to political units 
functioning as threats, os well as victims to 
threats, relate to each other? 

How to map tho vital throats to the six 
levels of security coming from the same six 
levels of security? Tho fundamental assertion 
b that the all-over general throat deals with 
the simple existence of tho political unit iri 
question. As to tho specific vital threats to the 
six levels of units, tho basic claims are tho 
follov/ing. 

To the singlo individual the vital threat 
seems to be that to physical and economic 
survival. It has to do with coercion and 
violence in physical and economic terms You 
cannot be a "political man H if you are heavily 
victimized by these threats To the national 
society the vital element is identity, which is 
the basic constructive element of society. 
Without identity there is no society. To lho 
state, tho vital threat is to sovereignty. Without 
sovereignty, a socio-political entity cannot be 
recognized as a state. For the region, stability 
and coherence are the main factors. Again, 
there is no regional organization without these 
vital elements. To tho international society, a 
throat to tho system's permanence, to tho way 


r , !***-' -, ,1, 

that generally recognized norma and car, 
exist in a basically mmoM, order, i\ 
essential ono. Finally, to lho globe m a kjnd of 
security unit, sustainability h considered to t<*-, 
lho vital factor exposed to throat?. 

Tho Individual ns victim; throats to 
physical and economic survival 

To the single individual them am vftof 
throats coming from practically ai! aoowrfc/ 
actors; from other individuals, from nogefy, 
from lho stole, from too region and from Iks 
globe, II is interesting to note that according to 
statistics of criminal acts, life-anrPdeatb 
threats from person to person most often 
occur inside families or close groups The 
moat dangerous place seems to bo the heme 
However, vital threats could also corne from a 
societal, collective actor Think, for instance 
of a situation in former Yugoslavia //here a 
gun pointing at an individual will be fired if fhe 
onewer to the question “Are you Serb, Croat 
or Bosnian*'* is wrong. State-based vita) 
threats are exemplified in Itie actions that the 
socrot police tn a dictatorship direct towards 
innocent citizens, for example, the Gestapo- 
style 5 a m arrest. 

Throats from regions can si so, in 
specific cases, be of the vital load. The 
precondition hero is that the region is able to 
act through ah effective organization I Ve the 
European Union (EU), the f-forth Atlantic 
Treaty Organization (MATO), or tM 
Organization of African Unity (OAU), Or.f/ tn 
rather rare cases has intern a Itonal socY;*/ 
posed e vital threat to single indr/.dusls Cure 
opecific circumstances, such as art ©ftoctrve, 
global collective security policy have to be in 
play. Collective security is a very rare 
phenomenon The last occasion of this was 
tho Gulf War in 1950-1. whore individual Iracji 
citizens were exposed to military attoefcs. 
Also, the international society v/rfi pose sn 
Indirect threat in the case that it is sever#*/ 
weakened or is breaking down, and sheer 
anarchy is reigning. Lastly, the global threat 
In ttils case, the individual wilt bo e/frerr.#/ 
exposed as victim. Just to mention a tow 
examples, natural catastrophes, epsdem-cs, 
future possible threats from outer space, 
severe pollution 








Society as the victim: threats to Identity 

1 Society v/ril not be a victim of threats 
coming from the individual. Even in very 
extreme cases one can hardly imagine a 
terrorist representing only him/herse!! or a 
s mat violent group, threatening the existence 
or the identity of a whole society. This threat 
relationship is weak, A threat to identity from a 
competing society is. however, probable, and 
may be seen as vital. An example is the 
competition and conflict in Italy during 
un^rcatson in the nineteenth century over 
•«hsch of the many Italian "nations' should 
dontircate the hew state. Likewise, for a 
national socsely, a threat frcm a slate can be 
wta*. Examples are numerous: Turkey to the 
Kurds. Russia to the Chechens, and England 
*> the past to the Welsh or Scots The regional 
actor Men sometimes be a highly relevant 
threat to a 'nation's" identity. One has only to 
consider the possible threat of toe EU to toe 
identity of individual member states The 
sane goes for toe impact that NATO had 
dunng the cofo vrar as it attempted to 
construct a Wesdentity superior to. and in 
some cases at the cost of. national identity 

to a simitar way international society 
cauSd act as toe source of threats to identity 
Wffiafional society as represented tn toe 
League of Nations, had, as a very important 
°b£s5we, the prinapte of 'toe sed- 
dsenrmation of peoples* Ths pnoopte 
resumed to a considerable increase in toe 
fitmcer cf nation slates to Europe, thus 
sofeimg toe identity problem for many nations 
*** became states. Ai the same time, 
He*e*sr. m^nstorta!, constructed identities 


*sr® chaSeoged. The p r mc i p te of seif- 
^® e * 1 hina6on had no high priority m the new 
fcnsaficn of international sooety as a 
from toe Second VVond War, that ts, 
« toe UHL Rather, the opposes became tne 
ncrBt The accadenlai sgtittir-.g of nations 
trmarfy Germany), toe removal of huge 
fhCofosicns. and toe recoonsticri of bcrders 
- tocsfer r%o national 

Tfes a o^eal to scoetai 

^iso the ^ierr-i£ticnaJ tooet/ sa ihe 
n ®* cr^er car, ti^ealen natooa^ or 
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mo&la) klettisty m $kA ews&dtfy & 
There ^ a» » 

society 

The state as victim; threats to 

Assessing the stafe ae a v&gns 
threats, ■whteh w0 ptmot&f mftcmi 
soveretgrity, cr^e can ^ert ?hias 
does net pose Sx Bae 

state, any more than for secret/ A 
constitute a certain tnreai esfecraify >^e r e 
state KlenSfces are weak, if not ateesst, an5 
nafenal/foc-atal (demies sre ^er/ sfesr^, 
for exarrvoie, was the case tor Easter 
Etiropea t mtes mktet tine $&m £rr%zm 
during -he cotd war Here fee pfccTe^?- wats 
lha! L K e commur^t regime, rr? o( 

state sovereignty, harf very tested fe^Omjao/ 

Jn way the ncoe^y 

ccnstitmeo a threat to the sfiaos. CS® tt&m 
tyxssfiCfls fhes led to* cer^iltdl 

tn 1953 m me German Demccradc Reo*^Ue 
(East GefTrany), in 1956- nr Hungary. ns 
1S6S err Czgcj\o&m’2km The 
reiatorsshsp oet&een state and ^ s vtfistf 
pan the anarcruc ir£ar7&%cr-& struct 
Aga.n. a regytrra; threat car? be r pi^y, a^. fcr 
example, tee oa% for Seoa dtrrg 

NATO's cnBlar/ eperaierr r, Kooc?rO‘ TiS 3 ®? 
n can a£so be seen as s ma\cr threat 
tTtfernatiCnai scaet/ ts sr: setor. ex for 
example in tee- few cases where the cc*r©c^*» 
security system of the L#-i ss ac wch<,. Tfee 
precorKlCcr. for this sears rtf. threat is ifsafi 
wiling and £t;e states sneufid set cr. fcehaf 
tee jnternsPcraJ scoeh/ in conduciing m ; ar 
save a cf war., a state backed Pu atf 

fnterr^GT^a: Jawbreaker (for evamcre ifce ©JJ 
War, wth Iraq arj the lawbreaker^ As recarcit- 
gfobal threats, the Situ^cn to dcce as thag 
the Htsi^jonal snoety i hue St*ste as a state is 

nof e/pto% threatened by gtccajly^erteit! 
evente.. 


The region as vie! 
and coherer^ce 


ts? 


insofar as the csgocs* ©r rather 5?e 
regusnai or^anzsoc^. ts 3 threads »*$• 

nteir?y relate te sSaN^/ m <re rfec?cn aro te:e: 
ccti&recice cf to* r^icas:- arganzafiar 
tr&Mtoaf era scoet 2 J actors -«rt Say .w« 
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roles. States, however. be able to pose a 
threat to regional stability and coherence. This 
involves, primarily. major and great powers, 
including superpowers, as, -due to then 
influence on the salient environment they are 
to a large degree atM to construct and 
deconstruct regions and sub-regions.. and m 
this way seriously affect the existence or non¬ 
existence of regional organizations. Regions 


w3 be able to threaten ihe coherence 
regions, but not on the seals of 
superpower assbvSes. The 
society can inieefly have a 
enoact on regions. pnmarty ds>e. to 
or the breakdown of the WSGWSotei 
Global threa 
last analysts. 


of 

.powers 



m ■$* 
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